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App Part 4-RW Impacts

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 3

703 B STREET
MARYSVILLE, CA 95901
PHONE (530) 741-4233 Help save water!
FAX (530) 741-4245

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov/dist3

June 6, 2016

Mr. Brian Abbanat
Transportation Planner
City of Davis

1717 Fifth Street
Davis, CA 95616

Dear Mr. Abbanat:

This letter is in support of the City of Davis’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant
application for the “Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive
Drive” project. The project proposes to construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure
improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and design and construct a bicycle/pedestrian
bridge from the disadvantaged Olive Drive neighborhood to the two-way multi-use path on the
Pole Line Road overcrossing. The project will connect the neighborhood to the school and other
basic neighborhood destinations.

The project is consistent with Caltrans’s Complete Streets Program. Providing multimodal travel
options is a crucial strategy for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and other environmental
impacts associated with single-occupancy driving habits. Caltrans is committed to working with
local communities to improve connections to transit and to increase the appeal of walking and
bicycling. The proposed improvements will help achieve these goals.

The proposed improvements will need to meet ADA and design standards or approved design
exceptions. Caltrans staff is prepared to coordinate with the City of Davis on any necessary
improvements and maintenance agreements for the portions of the proposed facilities within the
State right-of-way. We look forward to working with the City on this worthwhile project.

Sincerely,

Coima  Gutiesren

v
BOJANA GUTIERREZ
Chief, Office of Freeway Operations

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability™
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June 26, 2015

Greg Chew, Community Design Program Coordinator
SACOG
Via City of Davis Public Works Department

RE: Letter of Understanding, Olive Drive — Pole Line Road Connection
Dear Mr. Chew:

Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) understands that the City of Davis is submitting a Community
Design Program grant application to SACOG to fund pre-construction efforts related to a
bicycle/pedestrian connection from the US40 path at Olive Drive to the Pole Line Road
Overcrossing. The project also includes a two-way cycle path on the north side of Olive Drive
leading away from the 1-80 off-ramp onto Olive Drive.

Union Pacific Railroad supports efforts to improve safety near railroad tracks and rail facilities,
including safe access under or over the tracks, which reduces trespassing.

Union Pacific Railroad cannot commit to supporting the proposed project until it is fully designed
and any potential impacts to UPRR operations can be evaluated. However, we understand that
preliminary conversations with Caltrans and the City indicate that the ramp structure can be built
outside of UPRR right-of-way, which would likely not interfere with railroad operations. As the
project progresses, UP will work with the City to review engineering plan sets and discuss
construction plans.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Liisa Lawson Stark





		Caltrans email

		UPRR Letter
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e, Pedestrian, and Trails

Transit Priority Areas (TPAs)

The Mather/Mills light rail station in Rancho
Cordova is a designated TPA, and is one of five
communities that are one step closer to having
new housing, jobs, and shops easily accessible
by transit. TPAs are areas within a ¥2-mile of
high quality transit: a rail stop or a bus corridor
that provides or will provide at least 15-min-
ute frequency service during peak hours by
the year 2035. Compared to residents outside
the TPAs, residents within TPAs in the current
MTP/SCS experience many benefits, including:

¢ living in one of the region’s highest
employment areas;

27 percent lower vehicle miles traveled
per capita;

5 percent lower vehicle trips;
29 percent higher walk and bike trips;

26 percent lower greenhouse gas
emissions; and

236 percent higher transit trips.

B TRANSIT PRIORITY PLANNING AREA
s TRANSIT PRIORITY PROJECTS
. BUS LINE

$HEEE LIGHT RAIL LINE

ment to encourage more walking, biking, transit use, and shorter auto
trips. To create a more compact land use pattern, projected develop-
ment revolves around the addition of more small-lot and attached
housing, increased infill and redevelopment opportunities, and plan-
ning for communities with a mix of uses. The forecasted land use
patterns accommodate a 40 percent population increase with only an
additional 7 percent of land developed (53,266 acres).* The MTP/SCS
projects that the total share of housing in Centers and Corridors—
areas with higher density, more mixed uses, and a wider variety of
transportation infrastructure—will increase from 12 percent in 2008
to 16 percent in 2035, primarily on vacant or underutilized land in
close proximity to services and employment opportunities.

4 SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy for 2035

Sacramento Region

MTP/SCS Guiding Principles

Smart Land Use—Design a transportation system to support
good growth patterns, including increased housing and trans-
portation options, focusing more growth inward and improv-
ing the economic viability of rural areas;

Environmental Quality and Sustainability—Minimize
direct and indirect transportation impacts on the environ-
ment for cleaner air and natural resource protection;

Financial Stewardship—Manage resources for a transporta-
tion system that delivers cost-effective results and is feasible to

construct and maintain;

Economic Vitality—Efficiently connect people to jobs and
goods to market;

Access and Mobility—Improve opportunities for businesses
and citizens to easily access goods, jobs, services and housing;
and

Equity and Choice—Provide real, viable travel choices for all
people throughout our diverse region.
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2010 Nielsen SiteReports Demographics Data

Population

Minority

Non-English Speaking

High School Education or Less

Average Household Income (2013 ACS)
Median Household Income

% Below Poverty Line

Unemployment

Commute to Work by Non-Motorized Travel

California DOE

Free/Reduced Price Meals (FRPM)

Olive Drive
1000

71%

47%

59%
$24,526
$23,000
30%

11%

44%

55%

App Part B-Q1A Demographics.pdf





Providing Safe Passage: App Part B-Q1A Demographics.pdf

Neighborhood Demographics
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: U.S.'-'Censﬁs Bureau

AMERICAN ( App Part B-Q1B ACS Factfinder
FactFinder \ ..),\
B01003 TOTAL POPULATION

Universe: Total population
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community

Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 106.02, Yolo County, Census Tract 106.08, Yolo County,

California California
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total 5,860 +/-422 6,135 +/-546

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An "** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "*****' antry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.

1 of1l 06/13/2016





U.S.'-—'Censﬁs Bureau

AMERICAN ( App Part B-Q1B ACS Factfinder
FactFinder \ ..J,\
$1901 INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 106.02, Yolo County, California
Households Families Married-couple families
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error

Total 2,480 +/-152 656 +/-138 515 +/-99
Less than $10,000 16.7% +/-6.4 4.4% +/-5.3 0.0% +/-6.6
$10,000 to $14,999 8.5% +-4.1 0.0% +/-5.2 0.0% +/-6.6
$15,000 to $24,999 16.5% +/-5.5 17.5% +/-9.3 13.4% +/-9.5
$25,000 to $34,999 5.4% +/-3.0 2.0% +/-3.2 0.0% +/-6.6
$35,000 to $49,999 19.8% +/-6.9 15.2% +/-11.0 9.1% +/-7.7
$50,000 to $74,999 14.2% +/-5.2 14.3% +/-11.5 18.3% +/-14.2
$75,000 to $99,999 6.1% +/-3.9 14.0% +/-10.4 17.9% +/-12.9
$100,000 to $149,999 9.2% +/-3.5 18.9% +/-8.8 24.1% +/-10.4
$150,000 to $199,999 1.8% +/-2.0 6.7% +/-7.5 8.5% +/-9.4
$200,000 or more 1.8% +/-2.4 6.9% +/-9.2 8.7% +/-11.5
Median income (dollars) 36,667 +/-7,138 63,663 +/-27,309 86,250 +/-14,955
Mean income (dollars) 46,402 +/-6,239 79,923 +/-19,072 N N
PERCENT IMPUTED

Household income in the past 12 months 31.7% X) X) (X) (X) (X)

Family income in the past 12 months X) X) 13.9% (X) (X) (X)

Nonfamily income in the past 12 months X) X) X) (X) (X) (X)

1 of4 06/13/2016
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Subject

Total

Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more

Median income (dollars)
Mean income (dollars)
PERCENT IMPUTED
Household income in the past 12 months

Family income in the past 12 months
Nonfamily income in the past 12 months

2 of 4

Census Tract 106.02, Yolo County,
California
Nonfamily households

Estimate
1,824
21.1%
11.6%
16.1%
7.3%
21.5%
13.4%
3.2%
5.8%
0.0%
0.0%

26,964

34,102

)

)
38.2%

Margin of Error
+/-206
+/-8.3
+/-5.4
+/-6.9
+/-4.1
+/-9.1
+/-5.6
+/-4.2
+/-4.5
+/-1.9
+/-1.9

+/-9,936

+/-5,957

)

)
)

Census Tract 106.08, Yolo County, California

Households

Families

Estimate Margin of ARP Part-B-Q1B Aclﬁrﬁiaﬁtﬁrﬂf’er

1,825
11.6%
4.7%
14.6%
11.2%
9.5%
11.0%
8.8%
10.7%
10.7%
7.1%

47,071

86,377

26.8%

)
)

+-124
+/-4.5
+/-2.5
+/-4.7
+/-5.8
+/-4.3
+/-5.1
+/-3.8
+/-4.3
+/-3.3
+/-3.0

+/-7,384

+/-13,135

)

)
)

829
1.0%
1.3%

10.3%
3.7%
7.5%

10.4%

13.1%

17.0%

21.1%

14.6%

111,827

141,239

)
18.2%

*)

+/-105
+/-1.4
+/-2.1
+/-6.3
+/-3.3
+/-4.8
+/-5.6
+/-6.3
+/-6.7
+/-7.4
+/-6.6

+/-36,957

+/-23,976

)

)
*)

06/13/2016
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Subject

Census Tract 106.08, Yolo County, California

Married-couple families

Nonfamily households

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin ofﬁrffe Part B-Q1B ACS Factfinder

Total 621 +/-84 996 +-121
Less than $10,000 0.0% +/-5.5 20.5% +/-8.1
$10,000 to $14,999 1.8% +/-2.8 7.5% +-4.4
$15,000 to $24,999 4.0% +/-4.0 19.8% +/-7.3
$25,000 to $34,999 1.6% +/-2.4 15.8% +/-9.8
$35,000 to $49,999 6.4% +/-5.4 11.2% +/-7.2
$50,000 to $74,999 9.5% +/-6.6 12.4% +/-8.4
$75,000 to $99,999 11.9% +/-6.7 5.2% +/-3.6
$100,000 to $149,999 22.7% +/-8.7 5.4% +/-5.4
$150,000 to $199,999 25.4% +/-8.9 1.2% +/-1.5
$200,000 or more 16.6% +/-8.2 0.9% +-1.4
Median income (dollars) 138,125 +/-10,904 28,179 +/-7,626
Mean income (dollars) N N 38,522 +/-9,270
PERCENT IMPUTED

Household income in the past 12 months X) X) X) (X)

Family income in the past 12 months X) X) X) (X)

Nonfamily income in the past 12 months (X) X) 33.9% (X)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is represented through the use of a margin of error. The
value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error
and the estimate plus the margin of error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to nonsampling error (for a
discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB) definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas;
in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As a result, data for urban and rural areas from the
ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated
because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A statistical test is not
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appropriate.
6. An "****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available. App Part B-Q1B ACS Factfinder
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Providing Safe Passage: Essential Amenities.pdf

Connecting Olive Drive to Essential Amenities
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Providing Safe Passage: Essential Amenities.pdf

Olive Drive/Pole Line Road Connection Catchment Area
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Providing Safe Passage:
Barriers Map

App Part B-Q2B3a-Barriers.pdf
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PROVIDING SAFE PASSAGE: App Part B-Q3A4-Crash Table.pdf

SWITRS BIKE/PED CRASH DATA IN PROJECT AREA (2009-2014)

OBJECTID LOCATION COLL_TYPE INVOLVED EXTENT PCF LIGHTING PARTY1 PARTY2
10 Richards Blvd at Olive Dr Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Wrong Side of Road Daylight Bicyclist Driver
185 Olive Dr at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Auto R/W Violation Dark - Street Lights Bicyclist Driver
188 Cowell Blvd at Lillard Dr Vehicle - Pedestrian Pedestrian Other Visible Injury Pedestrian Violation Dark - Street Lights Driver  Pedestrian
279 Richards Blvd at Olive Dr Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain  Auto R/W Violation Dusk - Dawn Driver  Bicyclist
287 Olive Dr at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain  Traffic Signals and Signs Daylight Driver  Bicyclist
449 Olive Drive at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain  Auto R/W Violation Daylight Bicyclist Driver
590 Richards Blvd at Olive Drive Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Unknown Daylight Driver  Bicyclist
617 Richards Blvd at Olive Drive Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain  Auto R/W Violation Dusk - Dawn Driver  Bicyclist
898 Richards Blvd at Olive Dr Other Bicycle Other Visible Injury Improper Turning Daylight Driver  Bicyclist

976 Olive Dr at Richards Blvd Other Bicycle Complaint of Pain  Other Hazardous Movement Daylight Bicyclist Driver










Providing Safe Passage:
SWITS Bike/Ped Crash Data (2009-2014)
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App Part B-Q8-CCC.pdf

Brian Abbanat

From: Julian Ruzzier-Gaul <julian@conserosolutions.com>
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 10:59 AM

To: Brian Abbanat

Subject: FW: City of Davis ATP Grant Application

Julian Ruzzier-Gaul
Research Associate
Consero Solutions

(530) 746-2083

From: "Wallace, Melanie@CCC" <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of "ATP@CCC" <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Date: Friday, June 3, 2016 at 10:58 AM

To: Julian Ruzzier-Gaul <julian@conserosolutions.com>

Subject: FW: City of Davis ATP Grant Application

Hi Julian,

The CCC is unable to participate in this ATP project. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of
reaching us.

Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24" Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Julian Ruzzier-Gaul [mailto:julian@conserosolutions.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 2:02 PM

To: inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Cc: Brian Abbanat <BAbbanat@cityofdavis.org>; Petrea Marchand <petrea@conserosolutions.com>
Subject: City of Davis ATP Grant Application

Good morning Mr. Lofton and Ms. Wallace,





App Part B-Q8-CCC.pdf
The City of Davis intends to submit an application for the California Transportation Commission’s
Alternative Transportation Program (ATP). Per Question #8, applicants are required to submit project descriptions
to the California and Community Conservation Corps. The City of Davis intends to submit an application to
construct Safe Routes to School Street improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and construct a
bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood on the Pole Line Road overcrossing. Attached is the
required project information.

Project Title: Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive Drive

Project Description: Construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure improvements for Montgomery Elementary School
and design and construct a

bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood to the two-way multi-use path on the Pole Line Road
overcrossing.

Project Location: In Davis: 1) Within 1/4-mile of Montgomery Elementary School; and 2) Olive Drive bike path where it
meets with the Pole Line Road overcrossing.

Project Map: See attached
Project Schedule: 6/2020 — 5/2021
Detailed Estimate: See attached

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Julian Ruzzier-Gaul
Research Associate
Consero Solutions

(530) 746-2083
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Brian Abbanat

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 1:53 PM

To: Julian Ruzzier-Gaul

Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Brian Abbanat; Petrea Marchand

Subject: Re: City of Davis ATP Grant Application

Hello Julian,

Baldeo Singh of the Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps (SRCC) has responded that they are
able to assist the Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive
Drive Project if it receives funding.

The SRCC crew can work on the following items:
1.  Any Clearing and Grubbing
2.  Landscape work

Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. Feel
free to contact Baldeo (bsingh@saccorps.orqg) directly if your project receives funding.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 2:02 PM, Julian Ruzzier-Gaul <julian@conserosolutions.com> wrote:
Good morning Mr. Lofton and Ms. Wallace,

The City of Davis intends to submit an application for the California Transportation Commission’s

Alternative Transportation Program (ATP). Per Question #8, applicants are required to submit project descriptions
to the California and Community Conservation Corps. The City of Davis intends to submit an application to
construct Safe Routes to School Street improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and construct a
bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood on the Pole Line Road overcrossing. Attached is the
required project information.

Project Title: Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive Drive

Project Description: Construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure improvements for Montgomery Elementary School
and design and construct a

bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the Olive Drive neighborhood to the two-way multi-use path on the Pole Line Road
overcrossing.

Project Location: In Davis: 1) Within 1/4-mile of Montgomery Elementary School; and 2) Olive Drive bike path where it
meets with the Pole Line Road overcrossing.





Project Map: See attached
Project Schedule: 6/2020 — 5/2021

Detailed Estimate: See attached

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Julian Ruzzier-Gaul
Research Associate
Consero Solutions

(530) 746-2083

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

App Part B-Q8 SCCC.pdf










App Part C-Attachment A-Signature Page.pdf
Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: Date: 6/14/2016
Name: Dirk Brazil Phone: (530) 757-5602
Title: City Manager e-mail:  dbrazil@cityofdavis.org

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? Yes. If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm





















Providing Safe Passage: App Part 2-Project Location.pdf
Project Location
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App Part C-Attachment D-Proposed Improvements

Recommended Engineering Improvements

2.4. Montgomery Elementary

Principal: Sally Plicka

Grades: K-6

Number of Students: 402 students

Arrival: Morning K - 8:30 AM

Afternoon K-11:50 AM
Grades1-6-8:30 AM
Departure: Morning K-11:50 AM
Afternoon K- 3:10 PM
Grades1-3-2:35PM
Grades 5-6-3:05PM
Wednesdays - 1:30 PM

2.4.1 School Layout

Montgomery Elementary islocated in south Davis at the intersection of Lillard Drive and Danbury Street. To
the west is Walnut Park and to the east is Putah Creek Park. Both parks connect with the shared use path.
South of Putah Creek is unincorporated county, but all students here attend Montgomery Elementary. In
addition to the path, there isa robust network of multi-use paths connecting this area across Interstate 80 to
the north. The loading zone for the school is within the school’s parking lot, accessed from Danbury Street.
The shared use path has a tunnel under Danbury Street adjacent to Montgomery Elementary.

There are three points of access to Montgomery Elementary: the main entrance at the school parking
lot/loading zone, a rear parking lot that serves Walnut Park and the adjacent child development center, and
from the shared use path- which runs along the south side of the school.

Lillard Drive is the primary roadway in this area, and becomes Pole Line Road to the west after crossing
Cowell Boulevard. Most major roadways in this area also have bike lanes, though many have traffic speed and
volumes that might discourage students and parents from bicycling. There are grade-separated pathway
crossings where pathways meet large roads throughout this area of Davis, providing a comfortable off-street
network. The primary bicycle parking at Montgomery is located on the south side of the school beside the
shared use path. There isa small amount of bicycle parking in the front of the school beside the library.

2.4.2 Crossing Guards

There is one crossing guard at the intersection of Lillard Drive at Danbury Street.

2.4.3 Audit

The audit took place on the morning of Tuesday, May 14, 2013. There were sixteen stakeholders at the audit,
including representatives from the City, the school, the District, the community, and interested parents.
Stakeholders observed conditions at twelve locations: in the school parking lot/loading zone, at three multi-
use path tunnels along the shared use path, at three intersections along Lillard Drive, at the bike parking area
on the south side of the school, at Pole Line Road at Cowell Boulevard, and at Danbury Street at Montgomery

Avenue. Afterward, stakeholders reconvened to discuss observations and opportunities for improvements.

Walk & Bike Audit Report|2-21
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Recommended Engineering Improvements

2.4.4 Opportunities and Recommended Improvements

Location Reported or Observed Challenge Recommendations
2. Walnut Park e  Parentsuse park’s parking lotfordropoff e  Refresh existing white curb in loading zone
Parking Lot e Loadingarea hasfaded curb striping
e  Curbstripinginloading zoneis faded;
Priority:Medium thereis no curb ramp access in the
loading zone.
4. Lillard Drive at e Wideintersection with rightturnslip-lanes e  Evaluateimpacts to closing the right-turn
CowellBoulevard e  Conflicts between turning vehicles and slip lanes to auto traffic, allow through
the bike path crossings of intersection trafficfor turning bicyclists
Priority:High e  Reported pooryield rate by driversinright e  Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility
turn lanes white, move back to accommodate two-

stage turn boxes
e Install two stage turn boxes

2-22 | City of Davis
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Recommended Engineering Improvements

Reported or Observed Challenge

Recommendations

5. Lillard Drive at
Faragut Circle

Priority:High

e  Existing uncontrolled crossing has
transverse crosswalk and no crossing
signage

e  Reported pooryield rate

e  Reported fast vehicle speeds

e  Replace existing white transverse
crosswalks with high-visibility white

e Install tactile domes on all three curb ramps

e Install pedestrian crossing signage

6. Danbury Street

e Bikelane markings are faded

e  Refresh bike lane markings

Priority: Low
7. DanburyStreetat e  Wideintersection,driversdon’talwayssee e  Restripe crosswalks as high-visibility yellow
Lillard Drive pedestrians or bicyclists e Installcurbramp

Priority:Medium

e Northwest corner does not havea curb
ramp
e  Stopsignin bikelane

e  Relocate stop sign outside bike lane

8. Lillard Drive at
Drummond
Avenue

Priority:High

e Wideintersection

e  Restripe crosswalk as high-visibility

e  Stencil STOP and stripe stop bars atall stop
signs

e  Construct curb extension on all four corners

9. Path behind
School

Priority: Medium

e Highuseand reported user conflicts

e Addstriping and signageto path at
Danbury St/ Putah Creek Crossing

e Mark conflict points at path intersections

e  Create 'bicycle slow zone’near school bike
parking area

e Install wayfinding

10. Putah Creek
Crossing

Priority:Medium

e Informal crossing across Putah Creek
connects the shared use path to the north
with Willowbank Road in unincorporated
county to the south but does not meet
standards and accesses private property

e  Study thefeasibility of constructing a formal
crossing of Putah Creek

11. Ermalane at
Path

Priority:High

e No pathaccess from Erma Lane and Royal
Oak Mobile Home area

e  Study thefeasibility of constructing a path
connection from Erma Lane

12. Willowcreek Park

See Pioneer Elementary

See Pioneer Elementary

Walk & Bike Audit Report|2-23
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MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engineering, Surveying and Planning Services

Memorandum

To: Brian Abbanat, City of Davis File: SA-16115
From: Garry Horton, PE, Mark Thomas and Company
Date:  June 1, 2016

RE: Olive Drive to Pole Line Bicycle/ Pedestrian Connection

The purpose of this memorandum is to outline the cost and key issues for a new pedestrian/ bicycle connection
between Olive Drive and the Pole Line Road Overcrossing.

The City of Davis desires to construct a pedestrian/ bicycle access from the eastern limits of Olive Drive at the
Interstate80 (1=80) freeway exit ramp to connect to the Pole Line Road overcrossing (OC). This connection
will improve circulation by avoiding the existing barriers of 1-80 and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR).
Access to the bike path paralleling 1-80 is limited to two locations within the City, Richards Boulevard and
Mace Boulevard, over 2.5 miles apart. This new connection will add a new access approximately 1/3 the
distance from Richards Boulevard and also provide opportunities for users to avoid the heavily congested
UPRR underpass at Richards Boulevard.

PROJECT UNDERSTANDING:

Right of Way
The portion of the bicycle path in Davis at the Pole Line Road OC is located in State right of way that was

reserved for a multi-purpose corridor when 1-80 was widened in the late 1950’s and converted to an access
controlled freeway. This corridor is now used by utility companies to accommodate and maintain
communication lines, drainage facilities from the City detention basins that drain to the Yolo Bypass, and for
the existing bicycle path. The corridor is located outside of the access control limits of 1-80 and mostly remains
in possession by the State. As a consequence of the corridor being used for access to utility lines, the corridor
needs both horizontal and vertical clearance for maintenance vehicles. The proposed project cannot eliminate
access for utility maintenance vehicles.

Approximately 200-feet west of the Pole Line Road OC and continuing approximately 650-feet westerly to
Olive Avenue, the State relinquished the ROW to Yolo County and subsequently to the City of Davis.
Therefore, the proposed connection between Olive Drive and Pole Line Road is entirely located within public
ROW and no easements or acquisitions are needed from private parcels or UPRR.

Underground Utilities

There are known underground telecommunication lines within the State right of way that may need to be
protected or relocated. The corridor is almost 50-feet wide at the project location, so any relocation effort
would be minor. There is a 15-inch sewer line located approximately 25-feet west of the Pole Line Road OC.
This sewer line crosses under 1-80 and the UPRR right of way. It is anticipated that the sewer line can remain
in place because the design of the structure foundations can be located to avoid conflicts and the foundation

7300 Folsom Boulevard, Suite 203 Sacramento, CA 95826
www.markthomas.com Tel: (916) 381-9100 Fax: (916) 381-9180
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Mark Thomas & Company
June 1, 2016

type can likely use drilled shafts to eliminate potential pile driving vibration damage (this would be verified
during detailed design)

Based on a review of the foundation plans for the construction of the Pole Line Road OC, the
telecommunication lines are the only other utilities in the corridor. There are underground gas lines located
within the UPRR right of way, however these will be not be impacted.

Structure Design

As previously mentioned, drilled shafts are proposed as the foundation type. The added benefit of drilled shafts
is that they are about 1/3 the size of a normal foundation with driven piles. This greatly decreases the potential
of damaging the sewer line and avoiding the underground telecommunication lines. This construction method
also has a lower noise level during construction than normal driven pile foundations.

The Pole Line Road OC is approximately 34-35 feet above the elevation of the existing bike path. It is
proposed that the approach ramp be placed on retaining walls up to the first 5 to 10 feet of elevation gain and
then place the pathway on structure. The transition to structure would provide an open view of the path and
avoid a long obscured view if long retaining walls were used (The exact location of the end of the structure and
height of walls has not been determined). The portion of the pathway between retaining walls will have a
profile grade of slightly less than 5% to meet ADA standards. Once on structure, the path will be designed as
an ADA ramp with up to a 30-foot (max) run and 2.5-foot (max) elevation gain and then 5-foot landings. This
shortens the amount of structure length by approximately 150-feet as compared to a straight 5% grade without
landings.

The proposed structure will connect to the Pole Line Road OC, however it will be isolated structurally so that
no loads are transferred between the two structures. This eliminates the need to analyze the Pole Line Road OC
for seismic interaction between the structures.

Impacts during Construction

The existing bicycle path should remain open during construction. Due to the close proximity of UPRR, a
temporary relocation of the path is proposed within the existing 1-80 access control limits. A temporary fence
would be placed a minimum of 30-feet from the edge of the 1-80 travelled way and a temporary paved path
placed. In the event that Caltrans will not approve this temporary encroachment, a more expensive alternative
would be to place permanent fencing at the UPRR right of way and a temporary 8-foot wide path immediately
next to UPRR. Either option will allow the existing path to remain open during construction; however using
the 1-80 encroachment would provide a less expensive and wider path during the 8 month construction
duration.

Construction Cost and Conclusion:

The structure can be constructed within existing public right of way with minimal conflicts with utilities and existing users.
The construction cost is estimated at $2,800,000 and Utility Relocation/Engineering at $950,000 for a total project cost of
$3,750,000.

ATTACHMENTS:

e Project Layout
e Construction Cost Estimate
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City of Davis 5/31/2016
Pole Line Road Connection Mark Thomas & Co.
Project Description:
Construct an ADA compliant 12-foot wide pedestrian/ bicycle connection from Olive Drive
to the Pole Line Road Overcrossing. The path is located within City ROW and State ROW that is
outside of the 1-80 access control limit.
Estimate uses Caltrans Guidelines for PSR Costing
See Elevation View for Structure Layout and Typical Section
Subsection Total
Structure Items Quanitity Unit Unit Cost Cost Cost
REMOVE CONCRETE BARRIER
(PARAPET) 30 LF $120 $3,600
freMOVE RAILING (TYPE 7) 30 LF $50 $1,500
ICHAIN LINK RAILING (TYPE 7L) 1,270 LF $125 $158,750
72" CIDH CONCRETE PILING 200 LF $1,200 $240,000
JIREFINISH BRIDGE DECK 30 SQFT $200 $6,000
STRUCTURE EXCAVATION (RW) 385 CY $175 $67,375
STRUCTURE BACKEFILL (RW) 495 CY $150 $74,250
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE (RW) 275 CY $1,500 $412,500
IBAR REINFORCING STEEL (RW) 35,750 LBS $1.5 $53,625
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE (BR) 426 CY $1,600 $681,600
IBAR REINFORCING STEEL (BR) 64,000 LBS $1.50 $96,000
Sub-Total Structure Items $1,795,200
Mobilization $199,466.67
Contingencies @25% $498,667
Subtotal Structure Items $2,493,333
Path Items
Asphalt Concrete 260 Ton $150 $39,000
Asphalt Concrete Temp Path) 100 Ton $150 $15,000
Aggregate Base 210 cy $100 $21,000
Curb & Gutter 1420 LF $10 $14,200
Curb 1350 LF S7 $9,450
PCC Island for Cycle Track 35 cY $400 $14,000
Drainage 1 LS $25,000 $25,000
Remove Traffic Stripe 4100 LF $1.50 $6,150
Traffic Stripe 4800 LF S2 $9,600
JReset Access Control Fence 200 LF $15 $3,000
Clear & Grub 1 LS $10,000 $10,000
JErosion Control 1 LS $5,000 $5,000
SWPPP/ Temp Erosion Control 1 LS $5,000 $5,000
IMobilization $19,600
IMinor Items 15.0% $26,460
Contingencies 25.0% $44,100
Subtotal Path Items $266,560)
Total Construction Bid Estimate $2,759,893
Say $2,800,000]
JUtility Relocation
Relocate Two Telecommunications
Cables 500 LF 50 $40,000 $40,000]
JEngineering Costs
Planning Costs 5% $140,000Q
Design Costs 15% $420,000]
Construction Management Fee 12% $336,000I
Subtotal Utility and Engineering $936,000|
$3,736,000]
Total Cost
Budget Estimate $3,750,000]
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OLIVE DRIVE NEIGHBORHOOD PICTURES
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Olive Drive Street Conditions

Above: Root uplifting
Left: Missing Sidewalk
Right: Sidwalk abruptly ends

driveway ramps,

missing
sidewalk (right)






App Part C-Attachment E-Photos of Existing Conditions.pdf





App Part C-Attachment E-Photos of Existing Conditions.pdf





App Part C-Attachment E-Photos of Existing Conditions.pdf





App Part C-Attachment E-Photos of Existing Conditions.pdf





App Part C-Attachment E-Photos of Existing Conditions.pdf





		Lillard pictures_Page_1

		Lillard pictures_Page_2

		Lillard pictures_Page_3

		Olive Drive Pictures

		Olive Drive-Pole Line Rd Location Pictures_Page_1

		Olive Drive-Pole Line Rd Location Pictures_Page_2








Detalled Engineer's estimate and | otal Froject Cost App Part C-Attachment D-Engineer's Estimate.pdf
Important: Read the Instructions in the other sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter in shaded fields (with formulas).
Project Information: Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery Elementary and Olive Drive
Agency: Davis ‘
Application 1D: 03-Davis-1 | Prepared by: B. Abbanat Date: 6/1/15
Project Description: Construct Safe Routes to School infrastructure improvements for Montgomery Elementary School and design and construct a bicycle/pedestrian bridge from the disadvantaged Olive Drive neighborhood to the two-way multi-use path on the Pole Line Road overcrossing,
connecting the neighborhood to the school and other basic neighborhood destinations.
Project Location: In Davis: 1) Within ¥-mile of Montgomery Elementary School; and 2) Olive Drive bike path where Pole Line Road crosses over the path.
Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) Cost Breakdown
Note: Cost can apply to more than one category. Therefore may be over 100%.
. - NOn-Parucipaung TO DE CONSructea
- ATP Eligible Items Landscaping T A
Item No. Location Improvement Item Quan.| Units Unit Cost o oa % $ % $ % $ % $
Olive Drive / Pole Line Rd Connection
General Overhead
Remove Concrete Barrier (parapet) 30| LF S 120.00 $3,600 100% $3,600
Traffic Management Plan 30| LF S 50.00 $1,500 100% $1,500
General Construction (Structure)
3 Chain Link Railing 1270 LF $125.00 $158,800 100% $158,800
4 72" CIDH Concrete Piling 200 LF $1,200.00 $240,000 100% $240,000
5 Refinish Bridge Deck 30 SF $200.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
6 Structure Excavation (RW) 385 cY $175.00 $67,400 100% $67,400
7 Structure Backfill (RW) 495 cY $150.00 $74,300 100% $74,300
8 Structural Concrete (RW) 275 CcY $1,500.00 $412,500 100% $412,500
9 Bar Reinforcing Steel (RW) 35750 LBS $1.50 $53,600 100% $53,600
10 Structural Concrete (BR) 426 cY $1,600.00 $681,600 100% $681,600
11 Bar Reinforcing Steel (BR) 64000 LBS $1.50 $96,000 100% $96,000
Lighting (BR) 5 EA $7,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000
Subtotal $1,830,300 100% $1,830,300
Mobilization $199,500 100% $199,500
Contingencies (25%) $498,700 100% $498,700
Subtotal (Structure) $2,528,500 100% $2,528,500
General Construction (Path)
Asphalt Concrete 260|Ton S 150.00 $39,000 100% $39,000
Asphalt Concrete (temp path) 100|Ton S 150.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
Aggregate Base 210|cY S 100.00 $21,000 100% $21,000
Curb & Gutter 1420|LF S 10.00 $14,200 100% $14,200
Curb & Gutter 1350|LF S 7.00 $9,500 100% $9,500
PCC Island for Cycle Track 35|CY S 400.00 $14,000 100% $14,000
Drainage 1|LS S 25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
Remove Traffic Stripe 4100|LF S 1.50 $6,200 100% $6,200
Traffic Stripe 4800|LF S 2.00 $9,600 100% $9,600
Reset Access control Fence 200|LF S 15.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
Clear & Grub 1|LS S 10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
Erosion Control 1|LS S 5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
SWPPP/Temp Eriosion control 1[LS S 5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
Mobilization $19,600 100% $19,600
Minor ltems $26,500 100% $26,500
Contingencies $44,100 100% $44,100
Subtotal (Path) $266,700 100% $266,700
Grant Total $2,795,200 100% $2,795,200
Grant Total (for budget) $2,795,000 100% $2,795,000
Montgomery E.S. SRTS/WBAR Improvements
General Construction
i H 0,
25 6. Danbury Street Refresh bike lane markings Bike Lane Paint, refresh 3000(LF S 1.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
26 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Construct curb extension on all four corners Curb extension 4|EA S 25,000.00 $100,000 100% $100,000
27 7. Danbury Street at Lillard Drive Install curb ramp Curb Ramp 1|EA S 7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
6/13/2016 10f2





Note: CostApipdppit (Crivitatiament dxdgngimneersostiayateqpef 100%.
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Landscaping
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10 DE Lonstructed

TomT Items hv Cornc/CCC
Item No. Location Improvement Item Quan.| Units Unit Cost — (901 % 3 % $ % $ % $

28 4. Lillard Drive at Cowell Boulevard Evaluate impacts to closing the right-turn slip lanes to auto traffic|Engineering / planning study 1|LS S 5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
29 10. Putah Creek Crossing Study the feasibility of constructing a formal crossing of Putah CrgEngineering / planning study 1|LS S 20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
30 11. Erma Lane at Path Construct a path connection from Erma Lane Path paving 1|LS S 10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
31 9. Path behind School Add striping and signage to path at Danbury St/ Putah Creek CrogProject 1|LS S 5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
32 9. Path behind School Mark conflict points at path intersections Project 1{LS S 2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
33 7. Danbury Street at Lillard Drive Relocate stop sign outside bike lane Remove and install sign 1[{EA S 300.00 $300 100% $300
34 9. Path behind School Create ‘bicycle slow zone’ near school bike parking area SLOW ZONE design 1|LS S 2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
35 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Stencil STOP and stripe stop bars at all stop signs STOP bar paint 56|LF S 5.00 $280 100% $280
36 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Stencil STOP and stripe stop bars at all stop signs STOP stencil paint 88|[SF S 5.00 $440 100% $440
37 5. Lillard Drive at Faragut Circle Install tactile domes on all three curb ramps Tactile Dome Pads 3|EA S 250.00 $750 100% $750
38 4. Lillard Drive at Cowell Boulevard Install two stage turn boxes Two-stage turn box 2|EA S 5,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
39 9. Path behind School Install wayfinding Wayfinding signs 3|EA S 250.00 $750 100% $750
40 2. Walnut Park Parking Lot Refresh existing white curb in loading zone White curb paint 300|LF S 1.00 $300 100% $300
41 4. Lillard Drive at Cowell Boulevard Restripe all crosswalks as high-visibility white, move back to accorfWhite Xwalk paint 798|LF S 25.00 $19,950 100% $19,950
42 5. Lillard Drive at Faragut Circle Replace existing white transverse crosswalks with high-visibility w|White Xwalk paint 90(LF S 25.00 $2,250 100% $2,250
43 8. Lillard Drive at Drummond Avenue Restripe crosswalk as high-visibility White Xwalk paint 270|LF S 25.00 $6,750 100% $6,750
44 7. Danbury Street at Lillard Drive Restripe crosswalks as high-visibility yellow Yellow Xwalk paint 124|LF S 25.00 $3,100 100% $3,100

Subtotal of Construction Items: $200,000 100% $200,000

Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): 25% Enter in the cell to the right $50,000

Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $250,000

TOTAL Olive Drive / Pole Line Rd Connection & Montgomery E.S. SRTS/WBAR Improvements $3,045,000

Project Cost Estimate:

Type of Project Delivery Cost Cost $

Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): $140,000

Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): $420,000

Total PE: $560,000 25% Max

Right of Way (RW)

Right of Way Engineering: $5,000

Acquisitions and Utilities: $35,000

Total RW: $40,000

Construction (CON)

Construction Engineering (CE): $390,000 10% 15% Max

Total Construction Items & Contingencies: $3,435,000

Total CON: $3,825,000

Total Project Cost Estimate: $4,425,000

6/13/2016 20f2
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June 7, 2016
To Whom It May Concern,

On behalf of Empower Yolo | am pleased to write this letter of support of the
City of Davis Active Transportation Program grant.

The Empower Yolo is eager to participate in the outreach and education efforts
that have been funded through the Safe Routes to School program, and believe
that improved streets and access will help to allow more students to walk and
bike safely to school--especially some of our community’s more underserved
children and their families near Marguerite Montgomery Elementary School.

One of the main obstacles preventing more parents from allowing their
children to walk or bike to school is that they themselves don’t feel safe or
comfortable in the school zones or access routes to school. It is our hope that
by improving some of these areas, that parents and caregivers will then feel
more comfortable allowing their students to walk and bike to school; thus
reducing the number of cars on the roads, and in turn making the streets even
safer.

We are especially supportive of the improvements recommended for
Marguerite Montgomery School, which is co-located with one of our Centers,
and is attended by our community’s most underserved population of students.

We are eager to collaborate with the City of Davis, providing program
opportunities through both our D Street and South Davis locations, and to do
our partin'making Davis streets as safe as they can be for our children and
families. We hope that you will support this request.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions at (530) 665-
5312.

Sincerely,

N

Lynnefte Irlmeier
Executive Director

175 Walnut Street - Woodland, CA 95695 - 24-hour Crisis Line: 530.662.1133 |916.371.1907

Yolo Center for
%Farmlies

A program of Empower Yolo

EmpowerYolo.org
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SCHOQL DISTRICT

Marguerite Montgomery Elementary School

1441 Danbury Street ¢ Davis, CA 95618 * (530) 759-2100

June 2016
Grant Evaluation Committee,

I am happy to hear that the City of Davis is applying for a grant to address some of the transportation
challenges facing students and families who reside on Olive Drive. | am in full support of the application
to obtain funding to examine this health and safety issue, and to provide realistic routes for these
students to get to school.

A number of our most underserved and at-risk students live on Olive Drive, and this area of Davis suffers
from poor and dangerous access to other parts of town, making travel by foot or bike often challenging
or impossible as an option to get to school. The funding for this proejct would support our school
district’s Safe Routes to School goals of providing safe and convenient access for all students.

Our school recently participated in the City of Davis Walk and Bike Audit, a year-long effort to identify
key areas for improvement on and around our school sites, and to develop a set of Suggested Routes
maps for each of the participating schools. The audit helped us to determine some existing issues and
opportunities. By increasing the number of students who are able to bike or walk to school, traffic
patterns will be positively impacted and should provide increased safety to students and a positive
impact on the environment. Students will also benefit physically, emotionally, and academically from
this increased activity.

One of the obstacles preventing more parents from allowing their children to walk or bike to school is
that they don’t feel safe or comfortable in the school zones or access routes to school. Potential safety
improvements in the Olive Drive neighborhood would help parents feel more comfortable allowing their
students to walk and bike to school.

The funding that the City of Davis is seeking through this grant will immensely help our students in this
neighborhood, build upon existing program improvements, and support the future growth of Safe

Routes to School in Davis.

If 1 can provide any additional information please do not hesitate to contact me at 530-759-2100.

Sincerely, ~
¢ —
%ﬁa@ AT
Sally Plick

Principal





@ DJUSD

SCHOOL DISTRICT Kevin French
Interim Superintendent

526 B Street ¢ Davis, CA95616 ¢ (530) 757-5300 ¢ FAX: (530) 757-5323 ¢ www.djusd.net

June 1, 2016

To Whom It May Concern:

| am enthusiastic to hear that the City of Davis is applying for Active Transportation Program
funding to implement road safety improvements recommended through our Safe Routes to
School Walk and Bike Audits in Davis. | am in full support of the application to obtain funding to
make these important safety improvements in and around the Marguerite Montgomery
Elementary School campus, and its connection with Olive Drive, where a number of our most
under-served families reside.

We recently participated in the City of Davis Walk and Bike Audit, a year-long effort to identify
key areas for improvement on and around our school sites, and to develop a set of Suggested
Routes maps for each of the 11 participating schools. The audit helped us to determine some
existing issues and opportunities, and the recently acquired funding to launch of a Safe Routes
to School program is helping us begin to implement these improvements, eliminating barriers to
biking and walking; and in turn helping us increase the numbers of students who bike or walk to
school. As you know, traffic around schools during the start and end of the school day is heavy.
By increasing the number of students who bike or walk to school, traffic patterns will be
positively impacted and should provide increased safety to students and a positive impact on
the environment. Students will also benefit physically, emotionally, and academically from this
increased activity.

During the past few years, the City of Davis and the Davis Joint Unified School District have
shared a strong partnership through the Street Smarts program. Through this program, school
children and parents have been educated on street safety through assemblies, educational
literature, and public events like bike rodeos. Banners promoting the program goals are
displayed throughout the city, with a concentration in those areas immediately adjacent to
schools. The funding that the City of Davis is seeking through this grant will strengthen our
roadways and bikeways, and provide vastly improved safe access to school for students and
their families.

If | can provide any additional information please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

rench
Interim Superintendent





info@active4.me
(530)-402-8250
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June 6, 2016

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to support the City of Davis application for an Active Transportation Program Cycle
3 infrastructure grant.

A previous grant received in 2011 helped the City of Davis staff to conduct a Safe Routes to
School Walk & Bike Audit at 11 local schools. This report identified a number of recommended
improvements, and developed a framework for implementing newer and safer infrastructure at
each of the school sites.

Safe Routes to School has been a priority of mine since I became Mayor of the City of Davis,
and I believe that the more we develop this program, the closer it will bring us to reaching many
of our city’s long-term goals. In particular, [ am excited at the notion of receiving funding to
create better and safer biking and walking infrastructure for our youngest community members,
as this will help them to create and sustain lifelong healthy habits of using active transportation
as their primary means of travel. Last year we received funding to establish a formal Safe Routes
to School program as well. This, combined with the proposed infrastructure improvements,
stands to improve air quality, student health and learning, environmental health, and community
development. The community input and professional feedback received during our audit created
a strong blueprint that can now drive our future programming and engineering efforts throughout
the city.

I am a biking enthusiast, and am raising my own children in the city of Davis. While Davis
provides a model of developed bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure and facilities, we are faced
with the constant behavioral challenges of too many parents driving their children to schools;
creating traffic congestion, and unsafe walking and riding conditions. It is my hope that by
implementing many of the high priority road improvements identified in our safety audits that
our city can truly become a resource for other cities around the state and country as we move
toward a more bicycle and pedestrian centered lifestyle.

I hope that you will support the City of Davis application. Please feel free to be in touch with me
or a member of my staff should you have questions.

Regards,
/jz/ e
-
Dan Wolk
Mayor

City ofF DAvis
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COOLDAVIS

Empowering Citizens for Climate Action
June 14, 2016

To whom it may concern:

| write on behalf of the Board of Directors of the Cool Davis Foundation and the partners
of the Cool Davis Coalition, in support of the City of Davis application for Active Transportation
Program funding.

Cool Davis and members of our Coalition actively supported the work done to conduct
the Safe Routes to School Walk and Bike Audits in local schools over the last several years. We are
excited about this next step to design and build important infrastructure, which will help to
implement recommendations from the Audit report.

The Cool Davis Foundation and our 80+ Coalition community organizations, faith
communities and businesses are committed to implementing the City of Davis’s climate action
goals. To achieve these goals, households and families need help to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions (GHG), change their habits and reduce their use of fossil fuel powered vehicles.

Ensuring safe routes to schools is one important way that we know helps families shift to
walking and bicycling instead of using their cars. Full implementation of a Safe Routes to Schools
Program will be most highly effective in conjunction with improved infrastructure and
connections between existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities. When this is integrated with other
community based programs and GHG reduction activities it will have powerful outcomes and real
potential for increasing the numbers of our community's students and families who can safely get
to schools and other community amenities by foot or bike.

We hope that you will support our City’s efforts through the next steps outlined in the
application. We pledge to continue in our role to match their efforts, and help in making our
community safer, healthier and more sustainable.

Sincerely,

Christine L. Granger
Executive Director

Cool Davis
www.cooldavis.org
www.cooldavis.org/partners

Cool Davis | P.O.Box 4013, Davis, CA 95617 | info@cooldavis.org | www.cooldavis.org
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June 10, 2016

This letter is in support of the City of Davis application for a state Active Transportation
Program (ATP) grant.

Bike Davis is a non-profit advocacy organization in Davis, California. Our schools
committee works to encourage bicycling to school among Davis K-12 students. The
committee has worked hard during the past few years, in collaboration with the City of
Davis Street Smarts program and many volunteers, to increase bike safety awareness
through bike rodeos and other educational events. Each spring we organize a fun
family-friendly bike ride of the 12-mile Davis Bike Loop to demonstrate how the loop can
be used for safe student travel to most of the elementary and junior high schools
throughout the city.

Bike Davis puts a high priority on reducing the safety concerns of parents and school
staff due to the often high levels of vehicle congestion caused by student drop-offs at
school entrances. We believe such congestion can be substantially reduced if more
students walk and bike to school. For the past four years we have partnered with the City
to bring the Active4.me scanning and parent-notification program to all of our local
elementary schools, which reassures parents that their children who bike or walk arrive
safely at school. This program has been very well received, but is not always accessible
for some of our most under-served students who live in areas that lack the infrastructure
that allows them to bike or walk to school safely.

Bike Davis has set an ambitious goal to achieve up to 50% bicycle and pedestrian mode
share throughout the Davis Joint Unified School District, which requires improving the
existing infrastructure in conjunction with our programming efforts. Safety
improvements and increased connectivity proposed in the City of Davis grant
application will encourage more families to choose active transportation modes as
their primary means of getting to and from school.

Therefore, we fully support the city’s application for the ATP grant and look forward to
working with the city in implementing the improvements it envisions.

Sincerely,

Pt

Patricia Price
President, Bike Davis
Chair, Bike Davis Schools Committee

PO Box 74204 Davis CA 95616  Tax ID 83-0474165 www.bikedavis.us




http://www.bikedavis.us/



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

23 Russell Boulevard — Davis, California 95616
530/757-5610 — FAX: 530/757-5660 — TDD: 530/757-5666

ADavis

California

May 10, 2016
To Whom It May Concern

I am writing this letter in support of the City of Davis grant application to the Active
Transportation Program.

The proposed Safe Routes to School street improvements will directly support the City’s
sustainability and carbon reduction program. Our community has an extensive
infrastructure in place for walking and biking to school, so any resources or modifications
and safety improvements that will motivate more parents and children to use these are
anticipated to have a large impact.

The City’s proposed safety improvements near schools, partnered with our innovative
Active4.me scanning and notification program, will provide a significant benefit to our
community both in terms of carbon reduction and health benefits.

In addition to the obvious goals of improved Safe Routes to School facilities—
implementing the infrastructure to insure that more children may choose to safely walk
and bike to school—the secondary goals of the program (reduced fuel emissions, fewer
cars on the road, better air quality, etc.) are closely aligned with and directly support our
city’s climate goals, as well as the broader greenhouse gas reductions goals of SB 375
and SB 391.

I am happy to support this grant application and look forward to seeing its goals
implemented throughout our city.

Sincerely,

Sustainability Manager
City of Davis

CiTy ofr DaAavis
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App Part C-Attachment J-1-
Additional Attachments

Baseline Data Inputs

Demographics

The ATP BCA considers several population groups (market segments) within a one-mile project impact area. This
is a typical distance students are likely to walk or bicycle to school.

Population groups within these areas were quantified using the following sources:

Employed Populations

BCA input: Employed population

Sources:

2008-2012 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates, U.S. Census Bureau.

TCRP Report 153: Guidelines for Providing Access to Public Transit Stations, 2012, Transit Cooperative Research
Program. “Average station access mode share by station type”

Method: The number of employed people within the walking and bicycling impact areas was captured at a
census tract level. The one-mile catchment area was used to ‘cut’ the census tracts, and the proportion of the
tract within the buffer was used to discount ACS Journey to Work data (e.g, if a tract had 100 walking commuters
but only 30% of the tract is within the walking buffer, 30 walking commuters were assumed to be within the
project area).

A portion of the employed population that take transit to work were also assumed to access transit by bicycle
and on foot. The rate of walking and bicycling to transit varies by station type, per TCRP-153.

Student Populations
BCA input: College student population
Source: 2008-2012 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates, U.S. Census Bureau.

Method: The populations of K-12 students and college-enrolled students living within the walking and
bicycling impact area were captured on the census tract level and clipped to the catchment area buffers as
discussed above.

Travel Patterns - Mode Share

Baseline mode share data was collected for driving, bicycling and walking activity among the different
demographic groups listed above. The following data sources were used to estimate mode split for each group:

Employed Populations
BCA input: Mode split of employed population (Journey to Work)

Source: 2008-2012 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates, U.S. Census Bureau.

Student Populations
BCA input: Mode split of K-12 students and college students

Source: Data Extraction Tool, 2009 National Household Travel Survey (NHTS)' and City Data?

! http://nhts.ornl.gov/det/Extraction3.aspx

2 http://www.city-data.com/school/Davis-California.htmI#EL




http://nhts.ornl.gov/det/Extraction3.aspx

http://www.city-data.com/school/Davis-California.html%23EL
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Forecasts and Assumptions

Demographics

Future estimates were created by using linear growth rates to match 2050 California Department of Finance
population projections. These growth rates were used to create annual estimates for each year in the evaluation
period ending in through linear extrapolation.

Travel Patterns

Bicycling and walking mode shift curves were forecasted for each population group.

Employed Population

Mode shift forecasts for work commute trips within the bicycling and walking impact areas was based on mode
shares documented by 2018 - 2012 ACS Journey to Work data for other neighboring communities that have
made comparable investments in bicycling and walking transportation.

Student Population

For K-12 and college students, bicycling and walking growth rates were scaled to match the forecast growth
rates for work commute trips.

Estimating Change From Baseline

For each year in the benefit-cost analysis period, forecasted mode shift was multiplied by demographic data to
estimate increases over baseline for the following figures for both bicycling and walking modes:

o  Work commute bicycling/walking users and number of trips, access to transit trips for work purposes

e  K-12 commute bicycling/walking users and number of trips

e College commute bicycling/walking users and number of trips

e Number of utilitarian (non-commute) bicycling/walking trips, based on NHTS trip purpose ratios from
number of work and college bicycling/walking users

Trip distances are estimated according to the transportation mode and purpose of the trip from NHTS 2009 data.

Each new bicycling and walking trip was assumed to have a chance to replace a trip of any other mode equal to
the baseline mode split for that trip type, with bicycling or walking removed from the total mode split. For
example, if baseline drive alone mode share was 80% for college trips, with baseline bicycling mode share at 5%,
a trip shifted to bicycling was assumed to have a 80% of out 95% chance (100% mode split - 5% bicycling,
removed) of replacing a drive alone trip, or about 84.2%. These assumptions allow estimates for the following
figures:

e Reduced vehicle trips
e Reduced VMT

The number of bicycling/walking users and VMT reduced were used in conjunction with benefit multipliers to
monetize the benéefits of the forecasted mode shift by year.





App Part C-Attachment J-1-
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Method: K-12 mode share was provided by parent surveys collected through the Marysville Safe Routes to
School program. College student mode shares were based on travel survey data from the 2009 National
Household Transportation Survey.

Travel Patterns - Trip Length and Purpose

To capture the full range of walking and bicycling activity, an estimated number of trips of other purposes were
extrapolated from work trips based on data from the 2009 National Household Travel Survey (N HTS).2 NHTS
shows that for every work trip Americans make by bicycle, they also make an average of 1.61 utilitarian (non-
commute) trips by bicycle. For walking, this ratio is 4.32.

To accurately estimate the relative benefits resulting from each type of bicycling and walking trip, each trip was
weighted according to the average distance for a trip of that mode and purpose. Trip distance multipliers were
also provided by NHTS Average and from the 2010 Safe Routes to School Baseline Data Report” for K-12 trips.
Trip distances were assigned as follows:

e Bicycling trips:
o Work commute trips: 3.54 miles
o K-12 commute trips: 0.77 miles
o College commute trips: 2.09 miles
o Utilitarian trips: 1.89 miles
e  Walking trips:
o  Work commute trips: 0.67 miles
o K-12 commute trips: 0.36 miles
o College commute trips: 0.56 miles
o Utilitarian trips: 0.67 miles

Travel Patterns - Trip Distribution

The above analysis predicts the number of trips generated in the catchment area, but only a proportion of these
trips will benefit from the proposed facilities. Estimates of use are predicted considering the project locations
and locations of trip attractors. Trips were predicted to benefit from the facility as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Trip Distribution Assumptions

Birch Lane Cesar Chavez North Davis Pioneer
Elementary Elementary Elementary Elementary

Bike Walk ‘ Bike Walk Bike Walk Bike Walk

Weekday commute

trips

Commute trips 37.31% 15.16% | 37.14% 16.98% 37.31% 18.04% | 35.68% | 10.22%
Walk- or bike-to- 0.16% 5.01% 0.32% 10.23% 0.26% 8.65% 1.05% 12.19%
transit trips

K-12 walk/bike trips 1.08% 40.52% | 0.61% 22.61% 0.595 23.49% | 3.87% 53.23%
College walk/bike 1.33% 14.88% | 2.09% 22.81% 1.75% 20.74% | 1.93% 7.89%
bicycle trips

Utilitarian trips 60.11% 24.42% | 59.84% 27.37% 60.10% 29.07% | 57.47% | 16.49%

3 http://nhts.ornl.gov/tables09/Login.aspx?ReturnUrl=/tables09/ae/TableDesigner.aspx

4 http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/resources/collateral/SRTS baseline data report.pdf




http://nhts.ornl.gov/tables09/Login.aspx?ReturnUrl=/tables09/ae/TableDesigner.aspx

http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/resources/collateral/SRTS_baseline_data_report.pdf
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION & IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH

According to the Letsmove.gov website “Physical activity is an essential component of a healthy
lifestyle. It can help prevent a range of chronic diseases, including heart disease, cancer, and
stroke, which are the three leading causes of death. Physical activity helps control weight,
builds lean muscle, reduces fat, promotes strong bone, muscle and joint development, and
decreases the risk of obesity. Children need 60 minutes of play with moderate to vigorous
activity every day to grow up to a healthy weight...To increase physical activity, today’s children
need safe routes to walk and bike ride to school, parks, playgrounds and community centers
where they can play after school.”

Davis childhood obesity rates are significant, based on data generated by Pacific Gas and
Electric. These rates for children in 5th, 7th, and 9th grades range from 24.8% to 28.4%. Based
on Aerobic Capacity Tests, 37.6 to 41.8% of these students are unfit. The FRMP rate for K-9
students in Davis averages 21%. The rate is 57% at Montgomery Elementary and over 20% at six
other elementary schools. Schools such as these, with a high percentage of children who qualify
as low income and/or English language learners, have populations whose risk factor is typically

higher than average.

We believe that the development and implementation of a SRTS program—including
recommended improvements to infrastructure—will benefit the community in numerous ways.
Increased numbers of students walking and biking to schools will reduce the vehicular traffic in
and around school zones, reducing traffic congestion and leading to improved air quality. This in
turn will inspire more families to feel comfortable allowing their children to walk or bike to
school. The decrease in cars on the road will improve air quality and environmental health. The
increase in walking and biking will positively impact student emotional and physical well-being,

as well as academic achievement.
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Physical Inactivity & Cardiovascular Health

According to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation “Nationally, nearly one in three children is
overweight or obese.” 38% of 5%, 7t", and 9" graders in California are overweight or obese.
75% of overweight teens are likely to be obese as adults. Being overweight or obese is
associated with a host of chronic diseases such as high blood pressure, high cholesterol, type 2
diabetes, coronary heart disease, stroke, respiratory problems, and various forms of cancer.

http://www.publichealthadvocacy.org/research/overweightdocs2012/Childhood%200besity in

fographic 11-2 v3.pdf

Yolo County is about average within the state of California regarding statistics on overweight
and obese population, but the county falls short of a number of national goals.

e Percent adults who are obese or overweight statewide = 57%, Yolo County = 56%

e Adults at a healthy weight U.S. goal = >60%; CA = 41%, Yolo County=41%

e Obese adult U.S. goal = <15%; CA = 23%, Yolo County= 24%

e Obese/overweight teens U.S. goal = <5%; CA = 31%, Yolo = 30%

http://www.yolocounty.org/home/showdocument?id=12907.

For every hour spent each day in a car, a person’s risk of being obese increased 6%, while

obesity risk decreased 5% for every hour walked each day.



http://www.publichealthadvocacy.org/research/overweightdocs2012/Childhood%20Obesity_infographic_11-2_v3.pdf

http://www.publichealthadvocacy.org/research/overweightdocs2012/Childhood%20Obesity_infographic_11-2_v3.pdf

http://www.yolocounty.org/home/showdocument?id=12907
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-Getting Involved in Transportation Planning: An Overview for Public Health Advocates. Public

Health Law and Policy, TransForm. 2011.

As is evidenced in the previous accounts, promoting increased rates of active
transportation—Ilike walking and biking—will decrease levels of overweight and obesity, and
improve cardiovascular fitness among students and their families who participate in the SRTS

program; leading to increased long-term public health benefits.

Interestingly, in a Danish study children who walked to school outperformed children who rode
in cars and buses on tests of concentration, and “children who exercise more than two hours a
week outside of school have a concentration advantage during the day when compared to their
more passive schoolmates.” Physical activity and higher concentration go hand in hand, and
walking or biking to school is a good way for children to get active, and, by extension,
concentrate better on learning during the school day.

-“Car Children” Learn Less in School, http://www.davisenterprise.com/local-news/news-

columns/davis-bicycles-car-children-learn-less-in-school/

Air Quality and Environmental Health

Davis air quality has high risk factors for asthma and other health issues. Davis is part of the
Sacramento Federal Non-attainment Area or SFNA, for the 8-Hour ozone standard, meaning
local air quality is not healthy. The Environmental Protection Agency designated SFNA, as a
‘serious’ non-attainment area in 2004 with an attainment date of June 15, 2013. The
Sacramento region was required to ‘attain’ this air quality standard by the deadline or risk
losing Federal funding to the region. A request to extend the deadline to June 15, 2019 was
approved May 5, 2010, but the EPA also raised the area’s non-attainment designation from
serious to severe. The City of Davis works with the local Air Quality Management District, in a

regional effort to reach the air quality standard by the attainment deadline.

Children are at higher risk from air pollutants than adults because they spend more time

outside, breathe more rapidly, and inhale through their mouths more often. Their immune



http://www.davisenterprise.com/local-news/news-columns/davis-bicycles-car-children-learn-less-in-school/

http://www.davisenterprise.com/local-news/news-columns/davis-bicycles-car-children-learn-less-in-school/
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systems and organs are also still developing so they may be more sensitive to air pollutants.
More than 50% of Davis schools are located within % mile of Interstate 80, and 100% are
located within % mile. Particulate matter can irritate children’s asthma. Ozone, produced by car
exhaust and sunlight can decrease lung function in children and cause a host of related
symptoms.

-Air Pollution and Children’s Health. Cal/EPA’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment and The American Lung Association of California. 2003.

http://oehha.ca.gov/public info/facts/pdf/kidsair4-02.pdf

According to Methods for Estimating the Environmental Health Impacts of SRTS Programes,
published by the National Center for Safe Routes to School, SRTS programs can decrease the
number of vehicle miles traveled by encouraging citizens to walk and bike, which means there
will be fewer air pollutants and emissions released by cars. Most of the emissions result from
the engine warming up, so even short trips release significant emissions; replacing short car
trips with walking or biking will have a positive effect on air quality. Additionally, schools often
have measurably worse air quality due to idling vehicles dropping off or picking up students.
With more people using active transportation, air quality at school sites should increase due
to reduced car idling. Improved air quality will have a positive impact on student and

community health and environmental sustainability.



http://oehha.ca.gov/public_info/facts/pdf/kidsair4-02.pdf
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20 Year Invest Summary Analysis

Total Costs $4,390,000.00
Net Present Cost $4,221,153.85
Total Benefits $21,949,182.10
Net Present Benefit $14,536,493.67
Benefit-Cost Ratio 3.44

20 Year Itemized Savings

Mobility $16,523,061.99
Health $1,474,892.91
Recreational $2,196,385.04
Gas & Emissions S$491,767.68
Safety $1,263,074.47
Funds Requested $3,512,000.00

Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $3,376,923.08
Benefit Cost Ratio 4.3
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Project Name:

Providing Safe Passage: Connecting Montgomery ES and Olive Dr

INFRASTRUCTURE

Project Location: City of Davis
Bike Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box1A) Project Costs (Box 1D)
Without Project With Project Non-SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost
Existing 163 SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost $4,390,000
Forecast (1 Yr after completion) 163 875
Commuters Recreational Users ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)
Existing Trips 163 54 Non-SR2S Infrastructure
New Daily Trips  (estimate) 81.5 27 SR2S Infrastructure $3,512,000
(1 YR aftercompletion) (actual)
CRASH DATA (Box 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average
Project Information- Non SR2S Infrastructure Fatal Crashes 0 0
Bike Class Type Bike Class | Injury Crashes 2 0.4
Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) 12,624 PDO 3 0.6
Pedestrian Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G) YorN
Without Project With Project (Capitalized)
Existing - Pedestrian countdown signal heads N
Forecast (1 YR after project S B -% Pedestrian crossing Y
completion) TE % Advance stop bar before crosswalk Y
Without Project With Project & £ |Install overpass/underpass Y
Existing step counts S s 3 Raised medians/refuge islands Y
$ED SO A ) = & [Pedestrian crossing (new signs and markings only) Y
Existing miles walked ‘ ‘ _go % Pedestrian crossing (safety features/curb extensions) Y
S E |Pedestrian signals Y
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) (Box 1¢) Total Bike lanes Y
Number of student enroliment 452 % Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway) Y
Approximate no. of students living along school -§ Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features) Y
route proposed for improvement 452 & |Pedestrian crossing

Percentage of students that currently walk or bike
to school

Projected percentage of students that will walk or
bike to school after the project

36.00%
49.00%

Other reduction factor countermeasures
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W®rDUSD

SCHOQL DISTRICT

Marguerite Montgomery Elementary School

1441 Danbury Street ¢ Davis, CA 95618 * (530) 759-2100

June 2016
Grant Evaluation Committee,

I am happy to hear that the City of Davis is applying for a grant to address some of the transportation
challenges facing students and families who reside on Olive Drive. | am in full support of the application
to obtain funding to examine this health and safety issue, and to provide realistic routes for these
students to get to school.

A number of our most underserved and at-risk students live on Olive Drive, and this area of Davis suffers
from poor and dangerous access to other parts of town, making travel by foot or bike often challenging
or impossible as an option to get to school. The funding for this proejct would support our school
district’s Safe Routes to School goals of providing safe and convenient access for all students.

Our school recently participated in the City of Davis Walk and Bike Audit, a year-long effort to identify
key areas for improvement on and around our school sites, and to develop a set of Suggested Routes
maps for each of the participating schools. The audit helped us to determine some existing issues and
opportunities. By increasing the number of students who are able to bike or walk to school, traffic
patterns will be positively impacted and should provide increased safety to students and a positive
impact on the environment. Students will also benefit physically, emotionally, and academically from
this increased activity.

One of the obstacles preventing more parents from allowing their children to walk or bike to school is
that they don’t feel safe or comfortable in the school zones or access routes to school. Potential safety
improvements in the Olive Drive neighborhood would help parents feel more comfortable allowing their
students to walk and bike to school.

The funding that the City of Davis is seeking through this grant will immensely help our students in this
neighborhood, build upon existing program improvements, and support the future growth of Safe

Routes to School in Davis.

If 1 can provide any additional information please do not hesitate to contact me at 530-759-2100.

Sincerely, ~
I I
%ﬁ@@ AT
Sally Plick

Principal
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J DAVIS JOINT UNIFIED

SCHOOL DISTRICT Kevin French
Interim Superintendent

526 B Street ¢ Davis, CA95616 ¢ (530) 757-5300 ¢ FAX: (530) 757-5323 ¢ www.djusd.net

June 1, 2016

To Whom It May Concern:

| am enthusiastic to hear that the City of Davis is applying for Active Transportation Program
funding to implement road safety improvements recommended through our Safe Routes to
School Walk and Bike Audits in Davis. | am in full support of the application to obtain funding to
make these important safety improvements in and around the Marguerite Montgomery
Elementary School campus, and its connection with Olive Drive, where a number of our most
under-served families reside.

We recently participated in the City of Davis Walk and Bike Audit, a year-long effort to identify
key areas for improvement on and around our school sites, and to develop a set of Suggested
Routes maps for each of the 11 participating schools. The audit helped us to determine some
existing issues and opportunities, and the recently acquired funding to launch of a Safe Routes
to School program is helping us begin to implement these improvements, eliminating barriers to
biking and walking; and in turn helping us increase the numbers of students who bike or walk to
school. As you know, traffic around schools during the start and end of the school day is heavy.
By increasing the number of students who bike or walk to school, traffic patterns will be
positively impacted and should provide increased safety to students and a positive impact on
the environment. Students will also benefit physically, emotionally, and academically from this
increased activity.

During the past few years, the City of Davis and the Davis Joint Unified School District have
shared a strong partnership through the Street Smarts program. Through this program, school
children and parents have been educated on street safety through assemblies, educational
literature, and public events like bike rodeos. Banners promoting the program goals are
displayed throughout the city, with a conce